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MAIL STOP AMENDMENTS 

COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS 

P.O. BOX 1450 

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450 

RESPONSE 

Dear Sir: 

Applicant wishes to thank Examiner Basehoar for his persistent 
effort in re-mailing the office action in the present application, 
and in the '952 application, restarting the time and allowing for a 
response . 

With respect to the judicially created double patenting 
rejection, applicant will consider abandoning or filing a terminal 
disclaimer on the conflicting claims, upon indication of allowable 
subject matter. 

The examiner has rejected all of the claims in the above- 
entitled application based upon the disclosure of Brown. The 
examiner has misplaced his reliance on Brown in that all of the 
claims in the present application call for an integration of the 
customer document and the hosted service information into a single, 
seamless document. The Brown invention is referred to specifically 
in the current application under the subtitle "Off Site Method", 
which is clearly distinguished from the present invention, which is 
described in detail under the "Remote URL Munging" subtitle. It is 
to be noted that Brown's Figure 8, 60 and Figure 12 A-C are separate 
web pages from each other. Figure 8, sub 60 is hosted and maintained 
by the customer and sent from the customer to the user, whereas 
Figures A-C is hosted and maintained by the ASP and is sent from the 
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ASP to the user. The documents hosted by the customer and the 
documents hosted by the ASP are never integrated. 

For the examiner's convenience, the Brown model or hosted site 
search engine or "off site" method can found at 

http: //www. calif ornialung. or/search. html . A person searching for 
something like "smoking" will notice that after the search button is 
clicked, they are transported to the Google web site. Notice that 
the Lung Association's blue side bar is gone; instead the only brand 
name that they have is a banner at the top of their logo. 

Secondly, the onsite method can be found at 
http: //www. f indlaw. com/index . html?srchf indlaw , which is also a Google 
customer, but they are paying Google in order to get a more 
customizable service. Try and search for a word like "pope"; notice 
the differences between this example and the previous example. The 
branding on this search page is exactly the same as on their other 
pages, and they didn't have to sacrifice anything by hiring out to 
Google. Findlaw has their own advertising on the page, as Google 
owned all of the advertising in the previous example. Looking at the 
URL at http : //www. logcrawler ■ findlaw. com shows that even though 
Google is helping, a lot of the work was obviously being done by 
Findlaw itself. It gives control over their branding, but they are 
paying people a lot to manage the service in-house, which is a 
distinct disadvantage . 

The inventive method is similar to a marriage of the other two 
techniques. Using techniques created by the inventor, a customer 
receives all of the advantages and none of the disadvantages of 
either of the previous techniques. The search service is maintained 
off site so the customer doesn't have to spend a lot to run it in- 
house, but the results are perfectly in agreement with the customer's 
own web pages, so it looks like they are hosting. Customers have 
total control over their own branding, and therefore, the result 
looks as professional as the second example, but is as inexpensive to 
administer as the first. 

It is urged that the examiner has failed to anticipate a key 
element of the current invention, and therefore, it is urged that the 
rejection under 102 or 103, based upon Brown, be withdrawn and a 
Notice of Allowance is hereby solicited. 

The examiner is urged to telephone the applicant's 
representative should he have any questions or comments. 
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This is to request a two month extension of time. Enclosed is 
a check for $225. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any deficiency or 
credit any over payment to Deposit Account 07-1900. 

Respectfully submitted, 
JENSEN & PUNTIGAM, P.S. 



Robert A. JenserT#24, 268 
Attorney for Applicant 



RAJ : mw 

E-mail bj@j ensenpuntigam. com 
206 448-3200 

Enclosures: postcard, check for $225 
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